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REMARKS 

Amendments to the Claims : 

By this amendment, claims 1-38, 43-46, 52-62, 67-72, 74-75 and 84 have been cancelled 
•without prejudice to pursuing them in one or more yet-to-be-filed continuation, divisional, 
and/or continuation-in-part applications. Claims 76, 79, 82, and 83 have been amended to 
clarify the invention claimed. New claims 90-98 have been added. No new matter is added by 
the amendments. 

Claims 76, 79-83, and 85-98 are now pending in the application. 

The Rejections of Claims 1-75 

In the Office Action, Hie Examiner rejected claims 1-18, 20-23, 31, 32, 43, 44, 59, and 
69-71. Although the Applicant is not necessarily in agreement with those rejections, for 
purposes of the current Request for Continued Examination and Amendment, Applicant wishes 
to focus attention on now-pending claims 16-95. Accordingly, Applicant has elected, without 
prejudice, in the current Amendment not to comment on the rejections of claim 1-18, 20-23, 3 1 , 
32, 43, 44, 59, and 69-71, and instead to cancel to cancel those claims without prejudice. 

Claims 76-81. 83-86. and 88 : 

The Examiner rejected claims 76-81, 83-86, and 88 as being anticipated by Park et al. 
(EP 01264582). The claims as amended are believed allowable over Park et al., as discussed 
below. 

Independent claim 76 recites a valve prosthetic device for cardiac implantation 
comprising a Stent with two portions having two different diameters, with a valve assembly inlet 
end positioned within the inlet portion, with the inlet portion (i.e., the portion with the valve 
assembly inlet end) having a larger diameter, than the outlet portion. Claim 76 as amended also 
provides the additional limitation tfiat the outlet portion (i.e., the smaller diameter portion) is 
downstream of the valve inlet (which is contained in the first portion) with respect to fluid flow 
through the one-way valve. Independent claim 83 as amended (from which claims 85-92 
depend) recites a valve with support stent, wherein the support stent has a first portion with a 
first diameter, a second portion with a different second diameter, with the valve assembly inlet 

7 

PAGE 8/11 ' RCVD AT 5/3/2007 8:15:50 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/1 * DNIS:2738300 * CS1D:19492506885 « DURATION (mm«s):04-M 


MAY.' 3.2007 5:22PM EDWARDS LEGAL DEPT. 949-250-6885 NO. 4398 P. 9/11 

Application aerial No.: iu/G7"/,y47 

Amendment dated April 30, 2007 , 

end is secured to the first portion of the support stent, and the second portion of the support stent 
is downstream of the valve assembly inlet end with respect to fluid flowing through the one-way 
valve. 

V 

The limitation in claims 76, 79-83, and 85-89 regarding the downstream positioning of 
the second portion of the support stent with respect to the valve inlet end is directly opposite to 
the teachings of Park et al. Park et al. provides a support stent with two sections, with a valve 
assembly positioned in the first section, but with the second section upstream of the valve inlet 
end, as can be seen in Figs. 1-4 of Park et al. Referring to Fig. 1 of Park et al, it can be seen that 
the assembly includes a stent having a first cylindrical body portion (2) and a second cylindrical 
body portion (4), with a valve (12) formed within the first cylindrical body portion (2). The 
second cylindrical body portion (4) is upstream of the valve (12) and the first cylindrical body 
portion (4). 

LWEfl STREAM 



As discussed above, the upstream positioning of the stent second portion with respect to 
the valve inlet end taught by Park et al. is directly contrary to claims 76, 79-83, and 85-89, all of 
which include the limitation (either directly or through dependence) that the second (i.e., 
smaller) portion of the stent is downstream of the valve inlet end with respect to fluid flowing 
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» 

Petition for extension of time to respon d 

Pursuant to 37 C.FJL 1.136(a), Applicant hereby requests an extension of time for One 
Month to respond to the above-referenced Office Action. The Commissioner is hereby authorized 
to charge the required fee of $120.00 to Deposit Account No. 50-1225 (Docket No. PVI-5790). 

Conclusion 

Should the Examiner have any remaining questions, the Examiner ia encouraged to 
contact the attorney of record at the telephone number shown below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



rw e - Mav 3. 2007 

* ' " Richard B. Cates, Registration No. 36, 1 00 

EDWARDS DFESCIENCES LLC 
. One Edwards Way 
Legal Department 
Irvine, California 92614 
Telephone: (949)250-6878 
Facsimile: (949) 250-6850 
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